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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election of Group 1, claims 1 - 10, in the reply filed on 8/21/07 is 
acknowledged. Applicant has indicated that the election is without traverse but also 
Applicant indicates that Group II, claims 11 - 13, should be rejoined based on the 
amendment to claim 1 1 . However, because applicant did not distinctly and specifically 
point out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been 
treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 - 1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Hobbs 
et al. (US 2002/0192449 A1). 

Hobbs et al. is directed to aliphatic polyester microfibers (Title) suitable for 
various end uses such as wound dressings, disposable products and geotextiles (page 
1, [0001]). 

As to claim 1, Hobbs et al. teach an aliphatic polyester microfibers having an 
average effective diameter less than 20 microns (page 1 , [0010]); the Examiner submits 
that this range anticipates Applicant's claimed average fiber diameter range. Hobbs et 
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al. teach that blends of polylactic acid and one or more polymers such as polyethylene 
glycol are suitable for making the microfibers (page 3, [0034]). The Examiner equates 
the polylactic acid to Applicant's "hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer"; it should be 
noted that in Applicant's Specification on page 7, lines 1 - 15, it is indicated that 
polylactic acid is a type of hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer. The Examiner equates 
the polyethylene glycol to Applicant's "organic compound having a plurality of hydroxyl 
groups"; it should be noted that in Applicant's Specification on page 7, lines 34 - 35 and 
page 8, lines 1 - 10, it is indicated that polyethylene glycol is an organic compound 
having a plurality of hydroxyl groups. Hobbs et al. teach that the microfibers may be 
prepared from microvoided films (page 3, [0038]), wherein the microvoid content is in 
excess of 5% (page 4, [0042]); the Examiner equates this to Applicant's "void 
percentage of at least 5%". 

As to claim 2, Hobbs et al. teach the claimed invention above. It should be noted 
that Hobbs et al. teach the use of polylactic acid (page 3, [0034]) which is noted above 
as a "hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer". It should be noted that the presence of a 
halogen element-containing hydrocarbon is not actually required by the claim, only that 
the polymer is soluble in that solvent. 

As to claim 3, Hobbs et al. teach the claimed invention above. It should be noted 
that the presence of a specific halogen element-containing hydrocarbon is not actually 
required by the claim, only that the polymer is soluble in that solvent. 

As to claim 4, Hobbs et al. teach that blends of polylactic acid are suitable for 
making the microfibers (page 3, [0034]). 
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As to claim 5, Hobbs et al. teach that Applicant's "organic compound" can be 
polyethylene glycol (page 3, [0034]). It should be noted that on page 7 of Applicant's 
Specification on lines 27 - 33 that "an example of the organic compound having a 
molecular weight of 62 and a plurality of hydroxyl groups is ethylene glycol"; the 
Examiner submits that polyethylene glycol meets Applicant's claim requirements. 

As to claim 6, Hobbs et al. teach an aliphatic polyester microfibers having an 
average effective diameter less than 20 microns (page 1 , [0010]); the Examiner submits 
that this range anticipates Applicant's claimed average fiber diameter range. Hobbs et 
al. teach that blends of polylactic acid and one or more polymers such as polyethylene 
glycol are suitable for making the microfibers (page 3, [0034]). The Examiner equates 
the polylactic acid to Applicant's "hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer"; it should be 
noted that in Applicant's Specification on page 7, lines 1 - 15, it is indicated that 
polylactic acid is a type of hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer. The Examiner equates 
the polyethylene glycol to Applicant's "organic compound having a plurality of hydroxyl 
groups"; it should be noted that in Applicant's Specification on page 7, lines 34 - 35 and 
page 8, lines 1 - 10, it is indicated that polyethylene glycol is an organic compound 
having a plurality of hydroxyl groups. Hobbs et al. teach that the microfibers may be 
prepared from microvoided films (page 3, [0038]), wherein the microvoid content is in 
excess of 5% (page 4, [0042]); the Examiner equates this to Applicant's "void 
percentage of at least 5%". Hobbs et al. teaches that the fibers are suitable for 
various end uses such as wound dressings, disposable products and geotextiles (page 
1 , [0001]); the Examiner submits that these constitute Applicant's "fiber structure". 
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As to claim 7, Hobbs et al. teach the claimed invention above. It should be noted 
that Hobbs et al. teach the use of polylactic acid (page 3, [0034]) which is noted above 
as a "hydrophobic solvent-soluble polymer". It should be noted that the presence of a 
halogen element-containing hydrocarbon is not actually required by the claim, only that 
the polymer is soluble in that solvent. 

As to claim 8, Hobbs et al. teach the claimed invention above. It should be noted 
that the presence of a specific halogen element-containing hydrocarbon is not actually 
required by the claim, only that the polymer is soluble in that solvent. 

As to claim 9, Hobbs et al. teach that Applicant's "organic compound" can be 
polyethylene glycol (page 3, [0034]). It should be noted that on page 7 of Applicant's 
Specification on lines 27 - 33 that "an example of the organic compound having a 
molecular weight of 62 and a plurality of hydroxyl groups is ethylene glycol"; the 
Examiner submits that polyethylene glycol meets Applicant's claim requirements. 

As to claim 10, Hobbs et al. teach that blends of polylactic acid are suitable for 
making the microfibers (page 3, [0034]). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer A. Chriss whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7783. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8 am - 4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on 571 - 272-1478. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jennifer A Chriss/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1771 
August 29, 2007 



